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• THP Received February 26, 2015. (AR 0001)   

• THP Section II, Item 14 stated that clearcut was the only 

silvicultural method to be utilized over the entire 13.3 

acres of the plan area. (AR 0008) 

• THP Section II, Item 32(a) indicated that the THP area 

noted two listed species and their habitat within the THP 

area (Northern spotted owl and Pacific fisher) and 

provided protection measures for them. (AR 0019) 

• THP Section III, Addendum to Item 32(a) provided a 

discussion of the Great blue heron, concluding that the 

presence of residences and the well-traveled county road 

nearby diminishes suitability of nesting. The plan states 

“The species and their nest were not identified during the 

layout of this project.” (AR 0042)   
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• On March 12, 2015, public comment was received from an 

adjacent landowner notifying the reviewing agencies that 

the plan area contained what the commenter characterized 

as the largest roost of blue herons in the area. (AR 0116) 

• The PHI was conducted on March 17, 2015, where the 

presence of a great blue heron rookery was confirmed; 

consultation with CDFW recommended (AR 0215, 0150) 

• On June 22, 2015, CAL FIRE received the Plan Submitter’s 

biologist’s assessment of the great blue heron rookery, 

which offered a 100-foot “no-cut” buffer area, justified by 

the rookery’s proximity to a large opening adjacent to a 

County road. (AR 0118) 
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• On July 31, 2015, CAL FIRE received CDFW Great Blue 

Heron Consultation 15-R1-CTP-18-GBHE 

recommending a 300-foot buffer with no harvesting 

within 200-feet of the nest trees. (AR 0121) 

• On September 14, 2015, CAL FIRE received a letter 

from the Plan Submitter/Timberland Owner stating that 

CDFW misrepresented California law and requesting 

that CAL FIRE reject CDFW’s recommendations in favor 

of the Plan Submitter’s proposal. (AR 0212) 
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• On September 15, 2015, the CAL FIRE PHI Report was 

received stating that CDFW’s 300-foot buffer 

recommendation appeared appropriate and was in 

conformance with 14 CCR § 919.3. (AR 0215) 

• On September 17, 2016, CAL FIRE received an email 

and letter from the Plan Submitter’s biologist protesting 

the implementation of the 300-foot buffer as being 

beyond the scope of the Rules. (AR 0224) 

• On October 12, 2015, CAL FIRE received RPF’s 

response to the PHI recommendations with an additional 

letter from the Plan Submitter’s biologist regarding the 

legality of CDFW’s recommendations. (AR 0235) 
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• On October 22, 2015, CAL FIRE conducted the second 

review meeting recommending the inclusion of the 

CDFW heron recommendations. (AR 0274) 

• On December 29, 2015, received the RPF’s response to 

Second Review Recommendations which noted that the 

Plan Submitter’s biologist had responded to the 

recommendation regarding the rookery. (AR 0276) 

• On January 12, 2016, in an effort to reach a 

compromise, CDFW revised their recommendation to 

provide a 100-foot no harvest area with 100 to 300 feet 

having canopy retention of 60%. (AR 0283) 

• On January 13, 2016, the RPF responded by declining 

CDFW’s proposal. (AR 0280, 0282) 
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• On January 20, 2016, CAL FIRE received CDFW 

analysis, further explaining CDFW’s position that the 

100-foot no harvest buffer proposed by the Plan 

Submitter is not adequate to protect the heron rookery. 

(AR 0321) 

• On January 21, 2016, CAL FIRE prepared and sent a 

letter to the Plan Submitter returning the THP and stating 

the reasons for return. (AR 0326) The letter also cited 

CAL FIRE’s research regarding impacts from timber 

operations to a nearby rookery (AR 0285) and weather 

patterns (AR 0296) 
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